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Detailed Action 

Response to Amendment 

Claims 1-2, 4-6, and 8-21 are pending. This action is in response to the remarks 
received on April 8, 2008. 

Response to Arguments 

The rejection of claims 1 -2, 4-6, and 8-21 under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
unpatentable over Arthus et al. (US 2003/0187783) is maintained. 

Applicant's arguments filed April 8, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to the arguments concerning the previously rejected claims the 
following comments are made: 

Applicant alleges that the prior art made of record fails to teach a second analysis 
engine, wherein the second analysis engine is associated with a second stored value 
product from a different issuer than an issuer of the first stored value product. The 
examiner disagrees with applicant's representative since Arthus discloses a second 
analysis engine, wherein the second analysis engine is associated with a second stored 
value product from a different issuer than an issuer of the first stored value product 
when he discloses a computer system monitoring the activities of plurality of merchants 
( para. 0057; 0008: 0030: 0049 ). In other words, Arthus discloses monitoring credit fraud 
relating to a plurality of merchants (i.e. issuers as claimed). His system discloses the 
step of monitor the activities of the merchants with respect to the transactions within 
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which the merchants participate. In that, he discloses if the investigator desires to 
monitor the merchant's activity, the investigator may select an add icon to add the 
merchant to a watch list. 

With regards to the claims rejected as taught by Arthus, the examiner would like 
to point out that the reference teaches the claimed limitations and thus provides 
adequate support for the claimed limitations. Therefore, the examiner maintains that 
Arthus taught the claimed limitations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-2, 4-6, and 8-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Arthus et al. (US 2003/0187783). 

Re claim 1, Arthus teaches an account acquisition fraud management system 
( para. 0030 ), the account acquisition fraud management system comprising: 

a first analysis engine, wherein the first analysis engine is associated with a first 
stored value product ( para. 0051 ): 
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a second analysis engine, wherein the second analysis engine is associated with 
a second stored value product from a different issuer than an issuer of the first stored 
value product ( para. 0057 ): and 

a cross monitor, wherein the cross monitor is operable to accept a first 
transaction information from the first analysis engine about a first transaction with the 
first stored value product and a second transaction information from the second analysis 
engine about a second transaction with the second stored value product, wherein the 
first transaction information is provided from the cross monitor to the second analysis 
engine ( para.0057, 0030, 0042, and 0049 ): and 

wherein the second analysis engine is operable to determine a transaction 
velocity from the first and second transaction information, and stalling the second 
transaction when the transaction velocity exceeds a velocity threshold ( para. 0042 ). 

Re claim 2, Arthus teaches a computer readable medium accessible to the cross 
monitor, wherein the computer readable medium includes the first transaction and the 
second transaction information ( para. 0025 ). 

Re claims 4 and 8-11, Arthus teaches the first transaction information and the 
second transaction information are selected from a group consisting of: a physical 
address, a telephone number, a virtual address, and a load source ( para. 0012 ). 

Re claims 5 and 12, Arthus teaches the cross monitor is further operable to 
maintain the first transaction information is a queue associated with an issuer of the 
second stored value card product ( para. 0057 ). 
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Re claim 6, Arthus teaches a method as claimed in claim 1 . Therefore the 
rationale applied in the rejection of claim 1 applies herein. In addition, Arthus teaches a 
method for detecting fraud in relation to stored value products ( para. 0057 ), the method 
comprising: 

receiving a first suspicious activity indication from a first issuer analysis engine, 
wherein the first issuer analysis engine is operable to monitor activities occurring in 
relation to a first plurality of stored value products associated with the first issuer ( fig. 9 ); 

receiving a second suspicious activity indication from a second issuer analysis 
engine, wherein the second issuer analysis engine is operable to monitor activities 
occurring in relation to a second plurality of stored value products associated with a 
second issuer different from the first issuer ( para. 0058 ); 

maintaining the first suspicious activity indication and the second suspicious 
activity indication in a global negative file ( para. 0043-0044, 0050, and 0006 ): 

receiving an activity request from the first issuer analysis engine, wherein he 
request includes a transaction information about a current transaction with one of the 
first plurality of stored value products associated with the first issuer ( abstract ): 

based at least in part on the transaction information, accessing the global 
negative file ( figs. 5a-e ): 

calculating a transaction velocity based on the transaction information, and the 
first and second suspicious activity indication in the global negative file ( para. 0052 ): 
and 
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providing a response, wherein the response indicates whether the current 
transaction exceeds a velocity threshold ( para. 0042 ). 

Re claim 13, Arthus teaches the response includes at least two of the following: 
a data of the suspicious behavior, a funding account number, a denial reason, a review 
status, and a reviewer note (para. 0043-0044 ). 

Re claim 14, Arthus teaches the response includes an indication of related 
accounts ( para. 0028-0030 ). 

Re claim 15, Arthus teaches the response is a first response associated with a 
first account, wherein the global negative file indicates a second account associated 
with the first account, and wherein the method further comprises: providing a second 
response to the second issuer associated with the second account ( para. 0050 ). 

Re claim 16, Arthus teaches a system as claimed in claims 1 and 6. Therefore 
the rationale applied in the rejection of claims 1 and 6 applies herein. In addition, Arthus 
teaches a system for suppressing fraudulent activity in relation to account acquisition 
( para. ), the system comprising: 

a first load monitor associated with a first issuer ( para. 0051 ): 

a second load monitor associated with a second issuer ( para. 0057 ): 

a first enrollment monitor associated with the second issuer ( para. 0030-0038 ): 

and 

a cross monitor, wherein the cross monitor is operable to assemble information 
from the first load monitor or first enrollment monitor, and the second load monitor or 
second enrollment monitor with a transaction using a first stored value product, and 
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wherein the cross monitor is operable to determine a transaction velocity for the 
transaction using the information, and communicate the transaction velocity to both the 
first issuer and the second issuer ( para. 0042 ). 

Re claim 17, Arthus teaches a request to load value on a stored value product 
associated with the first issuer is processed at least in part by the first load monitor 
( para. 0042-0050 ). 

Re claim 18, Arthus teaches first load monitor is operable to apply a velocity 
check on a load request ( para. 0048 and 010-001 1 ). 

Re claim 19, Arthus teaches first load monitor is further operable to compare the 
velocity with a predefined velocity limit ( para. 0042 ). 

Re claims 20-21 , Arthus teaches first load monitor is operable to provide a 
detected suspicious activity to the cross monitor ( para. 0050 ). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Thu Thao Havan whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-81 1 1 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 6am-2pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on (571 ) 272-6783. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct-uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Thu Thao Havan/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3693 
6/25/08 



Application/Control Number: 10/690,394 
Art Unit: 3693 



Application Number 


Application/Control No. 


Applicant(s)/Patent under 
Reexamination 






10/690,394 


MONK ET AL. 








Examiner 


Art Unit 






THU-THAO HAVAN 


3693 





U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



Part of Paper No. 20080706 



